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REMARKS 

Appellant filed a request for rehearing under 37 C.F.R.. 5 41 .52 requesting that the 
reconsider its decision of April 8, 2009 ("Decision"), in which the Board: 
affirmed, the rejection of claims 1-14 under 35 U.S.C. .101; 
affirmed the rejection of claims 1-3. 12-14. and 28-30 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b): 
reversed the rejection of claims 4-6. S. 9. 15-1 7. 19. 20, 22-27. and 31-38 under 

35 U.S.C. 1.02(b). 

reversed the rejection of claims 18. 21, and 39 under 35 U.S.C. 5 1 03(a). and 
entered new grounds of rejection of claims 15-39 under 35 U.S.C, 5 10 L 

Discussion 

The Board granted Appellant's request in pan. modifying its Decision and withdrew the 
new grounds of rejection of claims 19-39 under 101 . as being directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. 

According!) , claim-. 19-39 are now clearK Jnected to siaiutoi) subject matter, and 
claims 19-27 and 31-3H. a.\ presented, aie allowed o\er the pnot art. 

Applicant has amended the remaining claims in accordance with tS\e tuiidance al foaled 
t>> the Boaufs Decision of April K. 2009 and Decision on Reeonssdciauon of.hiK ^i, 2009. as 
discussed below. 

101. rejections 

Applicant has amended claims 1 and 15 to overcome the remaining rejections under 35 
U.S.C. 101. 

Claim 1 has been amended to call for "A monitor rendering a graphical user interface for 
a fare rule summary tool, the monitor comprising: circuitry to render the graphical user interlace, 
the graphical user interlace ... A 
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Claim 1 diteeied 10 a monitor, a manufacture undei 101. and includes circuit!) !o rendct 
the guipiucai usu into lace, is directed to statutory, subject mattes. ! he Board Sound claim;* 1—14 
being "'tin arrangement oi information in a table, a clear abstract ion.'" 1 hi.s is no longei the 
situation because the claims aic now directed to a manufacture. 

( laim Is has been amended local! iot a computer implemented method and included the 
features ol; "pairing b> one or more computers, a set of queues . . evaluating b\ one or more 
computers, the retrieved lares against the retrieved uile^ . and producing h\ one or mine 
computeis. a sumuuiv of the results ... " ( Maim 1 5 is directed lo a method that ineoipotates. at 
least another statutory class, name!} a manufacture, and thus is directed to statutors subied 
matter. 

I he Board had held that: "The her step of the method recites dhphning the ^aiBmary on a a«er 
output de> ice. I his generiif do\ ice is ri«j :> particular machine. ;*iid thus these chums do not limit the process 
step*, to am specific machine or apparatus., hurtful - , flic imoht-ment of the machine in the churned process is 
mereh an insignificant e\tr;i-sohitmn aethitv \s Mich, the claims fail the first prong of the m;iehine-or- 
IratisCoriiiutiot) f«>f beeause the*, are not tied to a particular machine oi i>p|Mrat»>." (Maim 1 X as 
amended, is tied to a particular machine, and the machine is recited in the bod> of the claim. 1 he 
involvement of the machine h in significant, solution activt!). 

V cording 1> , all of the claims are now duccied to statutot} subject matter. 

Rejection of claims 1-3, 12-U.and 28-.30 under £ 102(h) 

The Board maintained the rejection of claims 1-3. 12-14. and 2X-30 under 102(b) in its 
Decision, the Board held that: '"Rather, the FAnmiaer's broader reading of "fare"' to refer to fare price is 
rci^onabfe in view of the evidence before «s,*' , Applicant has amended claim 1 to more spec J Ileal!} 
define what is meant b> "Rue" in claim 1. and to place the element ol faie in the table in a 
mattner not contemplated b> 1 anner. 

CMaim 1 now recites " .. ciieuitr) to reiider the graphical user interface, the graphical 
user interface comprising a tare evaluation result table . having a first one of rows and columns 

! Board\ decision page 5 
' fd page 
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representing fares and a second one of rows and columns representing the fare rule summaries 
with tares comprising an origin, a destination and a carrier. ... the fares ... represented by a 
corresponding code in one of the first one of the rows arid columns, and wills a price associated 
with the fare displayed a second one of the first one of the rows and columns."" 
The Board found that: 



Tanner discloses a tab It* displayed on u computer monitor that is 
generated as the result of a querx of a database, using travel input details, 
to determine applicable flight options, and then a query of a Computer 
Reservation System (CRS) to determine if there are seats available for the 
Highf options, after evaluating whether ail of the net fare restrictions and 
conditions are met (Fact 8). The table includes rows representing fares, for 
example, each row represented in the table of figure 4A represents a fare 
from Dallas to Frankfurt, These fares include information in each row 
including the departure and destination cities, the fare base price, tax. and 
fare total price, and the carrier (Fact ')). 

The table further includes columns representing fare rule summaries, 
for example, the column labeled Rules in Figure 4A includes a button, 
w hich when marked, indicates that rules exist for that particular fare 
shown in the corresponding row (Fact 10). We note that the claims do not 
require that the actual rules are depicted in the table. Rather, the claims 
require only that the rows or columns "represent" fare rule summaries. 
Appellant's claim 3 implies that one column of the fare rules summaries 
could be a column showing the fare price. The tabic of Figure 4A further 
includes a column labeled "Adult" which lists the base price (without tax) 
for an adult for each fare listed in the associated row (fact 1 1). As such, the 
"Rules" and "Adull" columns of Figure 4A of Tanner represenl fare rules 



While Applicant disagrees with certain of the key findings of the Board." ii is clear that 
claim 1 . as now amended, is distinct over Tanner. Claim I requires "the fares . . . represented by 
a corresponding fare code in one of lite first one of the rows and columns, and with a price 
associated with the fare displayed a second one of the first one of the rows and columns.*" No 
such features are described or obvious from Tanner. Rather in Tanner lares, as construed bx the 



* Board decision page 25. 

i Ik Board continues u> ignore lite distinction between flights and fares and the teachings of fanner that 
\ tttiui asuit d)ui tnpm-vtru fnu-Untena is dhi-th^ted m I igfie 1 nnct the mtonnaliou i. uifited fhc weni 
nl the pie' en! mutrtton searches and sons a\ aiiahte flights based on the inputted travel catena. as illustrated in 
fi^Hic" 1 he fli^hto ate duplexed t\> depantue dv^tm ition. faie appnixmuw Uv total .Mtlme \ u\ a-ue^as. and 
availability." i anner p. 13. 
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RoOtd ate set ioifh hv ' tact) xtw lepteseatcd in tht table of Haute -4 \ rtptisents a iue I torn Dallas 
t<t f-rankttnt 7 fust, iaus include inknmatn.ui iti c.uh rtm including the dtparmrt .iiid tiotin.it ton cities, ttu 
t.»t hast puce. ta\. And fare toUl puce, and theearuu (F.ut <>) Nothing in lanne; show s a 
L-oticsponding iaie code in one of the fitst one oi the hu\i and cobmau. ind vuth i pneo 
associated with th. fate dt^pLned a second ore of iho iLs^ one oi the tows and columns 

<\pphemL h is sa toith belo^ a poit on oi \ H * > 1 Ui-, poit-on oi \ H i s shows an 
ananuemcnt m which a fate is tqu evented b\ iate vodes sn a fit 4 column and a pnec associated 
null the hue is in a second column 

No such an mycmcni is desutbed nuuid be icadueC oN ious bum Linnet 




FIG, 3 
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\ccouiingK dann I and claims dependent thcieon a-e alU>\\ tble .hoi i annci 
( laim 2<> vxhteh is dueckd to a method has beer, amended in an analogous manna, as 

dann ! <\eeordmgh. claim 28 j»J djims dependent theieon ate a lov\ jpk o\a 1 annu 

In wew ot the abo\e all of the pending claims aie aiknsabL oser the uted asi and arc 

dneaed to sta tutors subject nuHei 

\o fees aic due Please apph an\ othes duiiycs oi credits to deposit account 

Respectfully submitted. 
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